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Supplemental Declaration of Absence of New MatterT~/Xa IfhtJLid ^^i^teuS^ 
On Jan. 16, 2002, a Formalities Letter was sent requesting j^^^^"^^^ ^ 
replacement specification by reason of the damage [anthrax processing] to the 



adequate application filed Nov. 2, 2001. Each of these applications has b^ia 
photocopy of the pending allowed parent application, so that applicant is 
believed to have fulfilled his primary duty of providing to the Patent Office an 
adequate application, as indicated by the allowance of the parent[issue fee pd 
11-2-01]. Counsel has been seeking confirmation, and now asks for prompt 
FAX confirmation [to meet March 16, 2002 deadline] that the application filed 
March 2 meets present standards concerning suitability for making 
photocopies [prompting Jan. 16. Requirement]. This supplemental 
Declaration also confirms that the application submitted March 2, 2002 was a 
true copy of the parent application and the application filed Nov. 2, 2001, 
AND THAT THERE IS NO NEW MATTER . A true photocopy of a parent 
application inherently contains no new matter, but the "magic words" of "no 
new matter" might have been omitted from previous true copy statements. 

Respectfully submitted, (7/^^ /f 
John R. Ewbank, Reg. #M4,853 
Voice 215-357-3977 Fax 216-322-2673 
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